THE  REBUILDING  OF   LONDON
The change, though almost unbelievable, passed without
comment. For the city it was a stride out of medievalism,
broken down by the effect of over-growth, into something
almost modern. For the London area it was only an extension
of the standards of the new estates in Westminster and its out-
skirts. Significantly it was accompanied by an evolutionary
administrative reform of the highest importance. Authority
over the vital but mismanaged concerns of drains and sewers,
street paving, street levels, and street cleansing was handed
over to a single body of commissioners.1 Appointed by the
City, with exclusive control, they had power to impose taxes and
to distrain if they were not paid. A central body, though left to
work through the old machinery of ward and parish, they were
in a position to overcome unneighbourly jealousies and local
conservatism; transcending parochial divisions in the interests
of a wider project or of general uniformity. Naturally the
innovation was not wholly successful, yet it was a real improve-
ment, with result^ to justify its creation. Paving still dis-
integrated under the pressure of iron tyres,2 and the authorities
had still to consider 'the universall Complaint made through
the whole Citty of the great and continual! neglect of cleansing
the streetes'.8 But the' conditions of the period were largely
responsible for these failings, and there was much to counter-
balance them. Foot-passengers owed the security of the post-
protected pedestrian tracks along the sides of the 'High
Streets' to the Commissioners' work,4 Their authority, to take
one example, lay behind the construction of the great new
drain which carried away sewage from the houses in Fleet
118 & 19 Charles II, c. 8, s. 185 22 & 23 Charles II, c. 175 2 William and Mary,
c. 8. These'problems'had long been under discussion, particularly during the days of
reforming zeal under the Commonwealth (see the discussions which led up to the act
of Common Council of September nth, 1655, set out in Jor.t 41, ff. 123 etseq.). The
successes achieved, by the commission created for Westminster by 14 Charles II, c. 2,
had a marked influence.
2 See the enactment against them in 2 William and Mary, c. 8, s. xix.
*Jor.t 50, f. 24.
4 Guildhall Lib., MS. 327. Act of Common Council in Jor.f 47, f. i46v et seq^
rule III.
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